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Abstract: The impact that climate change and urbanization are having on the thermal-energy balance
of the built environment is a major environmental concern today. Urban heat island (UHI) is another
phenomenon that can raise the temperature in cities. This study aims to examine the UHI magnitude
and its association with the main meteorological parameters (i.e., temperature, wind speed, and wind
direction) in Dubai, United Arab Emirates. Five years of hourly weather data (2014–2018) obtained
from weather stations located in an urban, suburban, and rural area, were post-processed by means of
a clustering technique. Six clusters characterized by different ranges of wind directions were analyzed.
The analysis reveals that UHI is affected by the synoptic weather conditions (i.e., sea breeze and hot
air coming from the desert) and is larger at night. In the urban area, air temperature and night-time
UHI intensity, averaged on the five year period, are 1.3 ◦C and 3.3 ◦C higher with respect to the rural
area, respectively, and the UHI and air temperature are independent of each other only when the wind
comes from the desert. A negative and inverse correlation was found between the UHI and wind
speed for all the wind directions, except for the northern wind where no correlation was observed.
In the suburban area, the UHI and both temperatures and wind speed ranged between the strong and
a weak negative correlation considering all the wind directions, while a strong negative correlation
was observed in the rural area. This paper concludes that UHI intensity is strongly associated with
local climatic parameters and to the changes in wind direction.
Keywords: subtropical desert climate; urban overheating; cluster analysis; air temperature; wind
speed and wind directions; synoptic conditions
1. Introduction
As observed in many cities globally, rapid urbanization has produced negative effects on the
climate and the local microclimate. Currently, the urban population exceeds 50% of the total of
the world’s population and by 2050 it is expected to rise above 60%. This means that with urban
development worldwide and at the current rate of population growth, another 2.5 billion people will
be living in urban areas by 2050 [1]. Consequently, this urban expansion will exacerbate the hostile
impact that human activities are already having on environmental systems.
Rapid urbanization has boosted regional climate change. In particular, the increase in urban heat
island (UHI) intensity is strictly connected with the urbanization growth given the derived increase in
anthropogenic heat emissions, land-use change (with the associated decrease in the vegetation and the
albedo of the built area), and changes in the advection.
The UHI phenomenon has been documented in more than 400 cities around the world [2]. Its impact
is closely related to land cover which controls the energy budget on the earth’s surface. The surface
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energy budget difference between the urban and rural zone, caused by various thermal-optical surface
characteristics, leads to the occurrence of the UHI phenomenon [3]. Thus, urban areas are hotter
than their undeveloped surroundings. This phenomenon has a significant impact not only on the
environmental quality of cities, but also on energy, thermal comfort, and health [4–7]. In particular,
the UHI increases the demand for peak-time electricity and the consumption of cooling energy in
buildings, intensifies the concentration of various harmful pollutants, increases the ecologically harmful
footprint of cities, and has a significant impact on health [8]. Most cities are sources of pollution and
heat, released from buildings and roads. The manifestation of the UHI phenomenon is influenced by
several factors including climate variables (i.e., air temperature, air relative humidity, wind speed) and
the related local synoptic weather conditions [9,10], thermal-optical characteristics of the materials,
the magnitude of the anthropogenic heat released, and the existing heat sources in the areas [2].
On the other hand, the construction and building industries are indispensable to everyday life
and are essential to future social and technological developments. However, they are responsible for a
great deal of pollution, generation of waste, and the consumption of energy and natural resources
accounting for 30%–40% of the overall consumption on the planet [11,12]. Moreover, these industries
have negative effects on the local and global climate [12]. The International Energy Agency estimates
that the growth in energy consumption will be around 38.4 PWh in urbanized countries by 2040,
while energy consumption globally was about 23.7 PWh in 2010 [13]. These industries account for
38% of all greenhouses gas emissions. They also contribute significantly to increase the temperature of
cities by producing the urban heat island (UHI) phenomenon [8].
Population growth and rural depopulation will lead to greater energy consumption, particularly
in hot and dry cities which require more cooling loads; in addition, this increases the number of gas
emissions and pollution that negatively interact with the phenomenon of the UHI [14]. Furthermore,
the expansion of urban areas will require a more complex energy infrastructure to meet demand [12,15].
Recently, many studies have demonstrated that per degree of temperature increase, the peak
electricity demand increases by between 0.45% and 4.6% due to the UHI [16]. Moreover, it is expected
that by 2050, there will be a massive increase of about 750% and 275% globally in the cooling
requirements of the residential and commercial sectors, respectively [17]. Furthermore, the UHI has
a significant impact on human health, as several studies have shown that high temperatures lead
to a great increase in the number of people suffering from heat exhaustion and heatstroke in urban
areas [18]. Moreover, it has been pointed out that there is a strong correlation between the increase in
human mortality and the rise in urban temperatures [19]. Several studies in various Asian cities have
shown that temperatures above 29 ◦C can increase the mortality rate between 4.1% and 7.5% per 1 ◦C
increase in temperature [20]. Hence, from the aforementioned discussion, it is clear that cities need
specific controls and strategies to mitigate the negative impacts of the UHI phenomenon [12].
Among the performed studies on UHI, three different definitions of UHI are usually considered,
such as the boundary UHI for mesoscale analysis [21], the canopy UHI for microscale analysis [22],
and the surface UHI [23]. Different methods have been reported [24] to identify the different UHI types,
including direct and indirect methods, numerical modeling, and estimates based on empirical models.
In contrast with the numerous studies on UHI performed in temperate regions, only a few studies
have been concentrated in the observation of the UHI intensity in desert regions [25,26]. Some of
those studies state that the UHI presents a diurnal and seasonal cycle in the Gulf area. The canopy
level of the UHI of Muscat, Oman, reaches the peak approximately 7 h after sunset based on summer
meteorological observations. Muscat city is characterized by low ventilation, many business activities,
multi-storied buildings, heavy traffic, and topography factors [27]. In another study in Bahrain,
numerical modeling was performed and the results show an increase in the simulated average air
temperature of about 2 ◦C–5 ◦C when assessing the impact of the urbanization and that the canopy
UHI magnitude is enhanced by various urban activities such as construction processes, vegetation
shrinkage, and sea reclamation [28].
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Given the lack of information about UHI intensity concepts in the Middle East in general [28]
and specifically in Dubai, United Arab Emirates (UAE), this paper aims to quantify and analyze the
intensity of the canopy UHI in Dubai, highly influenced by the urban geometry and physical properties
of the built environment, and its relation with the main climatic parameters continuously monitored
for a period of five years.
2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Geographical Location, Population, and Climate of Dubai
Dubai, one of the seven emirates and the second largest city of the United Arab Emirates (UAE),
has an area of 4114 km2, accounting for 5% of the overall area of the country. Dubai city is recognized
as the economic capital of the UAE. Situated on the Tropic of Cancer, between 25◦16′ N and 55◦18′ E,
it has a coastal length of 72 km on the eastern coast of the Arabian Peninsula and faces the South-West
of the Arabian Gulf [29,30].
According to the census conducted by the Statistics Centre of Dubai, Dubai is the city with the
highest population density in the UAE. The population of Dubai increased by 27% from 2,327,350 to
3,192,275 between 2014 and 2018 inclusively [31].
The Dubai region has a subtropical desert climate, with hot and humid summers and warm
winters [30]. The air temperature ranges between 10 ◦C to 30 ◦C in the winter season and increases up
to 48 ◦C in the summer season [29]. The hot period starts with average daily temperatures over 37 ◦C
from 18 May to 23 September, lasting for 4.1 months; the cool season starts with average temperatures
of less than 27 ◦C from December 4th to March 8th and lasts for 3.1 months [32]. Winter is characterized
by rainfall and fog, while in summer, the relative humidity reaches 80%–90% [29]. The average rainfall
ranges between 13 and 17 mm [32].
2.2. Meteorological Stations and Data Analysis
In this study, climate data (i.e., air temperature, relative humidity, wind speed, and wind direction)
were collected by three meteorological stations in Dubai (i.e., Dubai International Airport station,
Al-Maktoum International Airport station, and Saih Al-Salem Station) belonging to the UAE National
Center of Meteorology (NCM). Hourly data of each microclimate parameter were collected from
each meteorological station and analyzed in the MS Excel tool for a period of five years from 2014 to
2018 (i.e., 43,824 values recorded in total for each climate variable). Data of cloud coverage were also
collected by the two stations of Dubai Airport and Al-Maktoum Airport, while the solar radiation that
equally affects the three areas of Dubai was not measured by any meteorological station. In this study,
no further tools were used for the data analysis except for MS Excel.
Table 1 summarizes the geographical information of the three meteorological stations [33],
while Figure 1 shows their locations in Dubai. All three stations are installed at a height of about 10 m
from the ground, allowing to perform the microscale analysis of the UHI phenomenon, investigating
the canopy UHI and its association with the climate parameters measured at the same height.
Station 1 (Table 1) is located within Dubai International Airport, one of the largest and most
modern airports in the world, located in Al Garhoud City, which is a commercial and residential
region of Dubai, approximately 5 km (2.9 miles) East of the Dubai’s CBD (central business district),
and around 19 m above sea level [34]. A total of 15,000 solar panels were installed on the roof of the
airport building 2 km away from the meteorological station [35].
Station 2 (Table 1) is located within the Al Maktoum International Airport, 37 km (23 miles)
South-West of Dubai. The airport is surrounded by a mixed-use area, made of residential and commercial
buildings; it is the major part of the Dubai World Central in the Jebel Ali zone with a total area of
around 14,000 hectares (35,000 acres). This area could be described as an open area. It is almost at a
16 km (10 miles) distance from the sea and has no surrounding buildings or major obstacles that could
interfere with the wind flowing from different directions [36].
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Station 3 (Table 1) is located within Saih Al Salem, a village in Dubai with a population of
589 residents, accounting for 0.02% of the total population of Dubai, as reported by the Dubai Statistic
Centre in 2018 [37]. The meteorological station is surrounded by the Marmoom Desert Conservation
Reserve, which constitutes 10% of the total area of Dubai. It is the first unfenced desert reserve in the
UAE. The total area exceeds 40 hectares of shrubland and contains many lakes with a total area of
around 10 km2 [38]. The amount of vegetation in the areas surrounding the three stations is negligible.
In Table 1, the population density of the three locations is calculated as the ratio between the
population and the land area of the sectors of Dubai to which the weather stations belong. Considering
as references the population densities of Sector 1 (i.e., 10,561/km2) classified as “High” and of the
Sector 9 (i.e., 5/km2) classified as “Low”, then Sector 2, the sector where the weather station of
Dubai International Airport is located, is classified as an urban area with a “Medium” population
density (3611/km2). Al Maktoum International Airport is instead located within Sector 5, presenting
a population density of 825/km2 and therefore classified as a suburban area with a “Medium/Low”
population density. The area of Saih Al-Salem presents a low population density of 7/km2 and being
located within Sector 9, was defined as a rural area for this study [39].
Table 1. Geographical information and description of the urban, suburban, and rural meteorological
stations.
Weather
Station No.
Weather Station
Name
Latitude
(◦N)
Longitude
(◦E)
Station
Elevation (m)
Surrounding
Area
Population Density
(pop./km2)
1 Dubai InternationalAirport 25
◦15′10′′ 55◦21′52′′ 19 Urban Medium (3611)
2 Al MaktoumInternational Airport 24
◦55′06′′ 55◦10′32′′ 52 Suburban Medium/Low (825)
3 Saih Al Salem 24◦49′39′′ 55◦18′43′′ 80 Rural Low (7)
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Figure 1. Location of the weather stations in Dubai as shown in Google Maps (1. Dubai International
Airport station, 2. Al Maktoum International Airport station, 3. Saih Al Salem station).
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2.2.1. Cluster Analysis of Climate Data
Clustering techniques were used to investigate the level of correlation between the microclimate
parameters, i.e., air temperature and wind speed, monitored in the urban and suburban locations,
and the canopy UHI intensity under the different ranges of wind directions. The cluster analysis
was performed in the MS Excel tool only for the urban and suburban locations because those are the
areas where the urbanization may produce an impact on the UHI intensity, while the rural area was
considered as the reference location for the calculation of the UHI intensity. The data collected by each
meteorological station for the entire period of interest (i.e., 5 years) were divided into six clusters based
on the directions of the wind (i.e., either from the seaside or from the desert side, or from the coastal
side which is in between, and divided according to four wind direction ranges). The characteristics of
the six clusters are summarized in Table 2 and Figure 2.
Table 2. Clusters of wind direction.
Cluster No. WindDirection (◦)
Directions
Specification
No. of Measurements
Dubai Airport
No. of Measurements
Al Maktoum Airport
1 260–330 The sea 13,689 13,305
2 70–140 The desert 7873 7805
3 200–260 Coastal area 4407 4067
4 140–200 The desert 8848 9320
5 330–20 The sea 4298 4862
6 20–70 Coastal area 4709 4465
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Figure 2. Representation of the six clusters of wind direction.
In Table 2, it can be observed that the dimensions of the six clusters (i.e., number of measurements
included in each cluster) are consistent between the urban (i.e., station 1) and the suburban (i.e., station 2)
area due to their close proximity. From the cluster analysis, the resulting predominant wind is the
one coming from the sea, mainly seen in cluster 1 (i.e., 13,689 and 13,305 for station 1 and station 2,
respectively) and cluster 5 (i.e., 4298 and 4862 for station 1 and station 2, respectively). The second
predominant wind is the one coming from the desert, mainly seen in cluster 2, but also in cluster 4.
.2.2. Canopy UHI Magnitudes
The hourly canopy UHI magnitude was calculated at 10 m above the ground for the urban and
suburban locations for a period of five years (i.e., 2014–2018). Saih Al Salem (i.e., station 3) was chosen
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as a reference station, because it is located in a rural area not too far from the downtown city and
close to the desert. Of the three stations, this was the least affected by the UHI due to its low level of
urbanization. Since this reference station is located outside of the built-up area, it has natural desert
coverage and negligible anthropogenic heat.
The canopy UHI magnitude (UHI intensity T1–T3) was determined as the air temperature difference
between Dubai International Airport (T1 Urban Average) which is station 1 and Saih Al Salem (T3 Rural
Average) which is station 3, according to the following equation [40], Equation (1):
UHI intensity T1–T3 [◦C] = T1 Urban Average [◦C] − T3 Rural Average [◦C] (1)
While the canopy UHI magnitude (UHI intensity T2–T3) was determined by calculating the air
temperature difference between Al Maktoum International Airport (T2 Suburban Average) which
is station 2 and Saih Al Salem (T3 Rural Average) which is station 3, according to the following
equation, [40] Equation (2):
UHI intensity T2–T3 [◦C] = T2 Suburban Average [◦C] − T3 Rural Average [◦C] (2)
The canopy UHI calculations, performed according to the above equations, and the data
post-processing presented in the result section, were based on the climate data analyzed in MS Excel.
3. Results
3.1. Microclimate Analysis
This section presents the microclimate analysis for the three investigated locations in Dubai.
Table 3 summarizes the results of the statistical analysis performed on the main weather parameters
(i.e., air temperature, relative humidity, and wind speed) recorded by the three urban, suburban,
and rural meteorological stations for the entire period of investigation (i.e., 2014–2018).
Table 3. Statistical data of the weather parameters for the three meteorological stations for 5 years
(i.e., 2014–2018).
Weather
Station No.
Weather
Station Name Weather Parameters Max Value Min Value
Average
Value
Standard
Deviation
1
Dubai
International
Airport
Temperature dry (◦C) 48.6 12.3 29.6 6.6
Relative humidity (%) 100 4 50 18.0
Wind speed (km/h) 63 0 13 6.5
2
Al Maktoum
International
Airport
Temperature dry (◦C) 48.5 7.1 28.0 7.8
Relative humidity (%) 100 2 53 22.7
Wind speed (km/h) 67 0 14 7.9
3 Saih Al Salem
Temperature dry (◦C) 50.8 4.7 28.3 8.9
Relative humidity (%) 100 1 48 26.0
Wind speed (km/h) 67 0 10 7.0
Considering the entire 5 year period from 2014 to 2018, the average, maximum, and minimum
air temperatures (measured at 10 m above the ground) were 29.6 ◦C, 48.6 ◦C, and 12.3 ◦C for Dubai
International Airport station 1, 28.0 ◦C, 48.5 ◦C, and 7.1 ◦C for Al Maktoum International Airport
station 2, and 28.3 ◦C, 50.8 ◦C, and 4.7 ◦C for Saih Al Salem station 3, respectively. Station 3 (i.e., Saih Al
Salem station), located nearest to the desert, showed the lowest minimum and the highest maximum
temperatures (i.e., highest thermal excursion) compared to the other two stations which, being located
near the sea, present a local microclimate that is influenced by the Arabic Gulf. The minimum
temperatures were recorded by station 3 in February 2014 and 2018 and were lower by about 7.6 ◦C
and 2.4 ◦C than those recorded by Dubai Airport station and Al Maktoum Airport station, respectively.
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In July 2014 and 2017, the maximum temperatures recorded by station 3 were higher by about 2.2 ◦C
and 2.3 ◦C than those recorded by the stations at Dubai Airport and Al Maktoum Airport, respectively.
Figure 3 summarizes, with the box plot representation, the air temperature measured by the three
weather stations for the entire period of investigation (i.e., 2014–2018) and for each year separately.
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As expected, each station has an air te t rofile slightly different from the other two,
despite their proximity to each other. The iffere t l cati s f the stations with respect to the desert,
the built area, and the coast, produced significant differences in terms of air temperature. The synoptic
conditions (i.e., the hot air coming from the desert, the cool air coming from the sea or sea breeze) that
characterize the entire area interact in a different way in the proximity of each meteorological station.
According to the collected relative humidity data, which affects the local microclimate, the Summer
season is characterized by around 90% humidity. The maximum value recorded in all three stations is
100%, while the minimum and average values range from 1% to 4% and from 48% to 53%, respectively,
where as expected, the highest values are experienced in the urban and suburban areas that are located
closer to the sea, with a negative impact on human activities and outdoor thermal comfort.
A limited presence of clouds was observed in the urban and suburban areas of Dubai during the
monitored period, with a clear annual and seasonal variability of the cloud coverage. In the 5 years of
monitoring, the cloud cover rarely reached the maximum value of 9 octas (i.e., sky obstructed from
view). Only for 14% and 12% of the time, the sky was between 4 octas (i.e., sky half cloudy) and 9 octas
during the monitoring period in the urban and suburban areas, respectively.
In contrast, the t tal absence f cloud cover (i.e., 0 octas) w s recorded very frequently along the
monitored period (i.e., 67% and 69% of the time in the urban and subu ban areas, resp c ively) leading
to high values of the incident solar radiation, and as a result, to a large amount of the heat absorbed by
the built environment during the ay ime. This bsorbe heat is then rele sed int the atmosphere
during the night time. U der these conditions, the nocturnal radiative cooling will be less effective
in the built areas with respect to the desert rural area that easily cools down. This contributes to the
night-time UHI phenomenon, where the temperature difference between the urban and rural areas is
positive at night.
When the sky is completely obstructed from view (i.e., 9 octas), the night-time UHI intensity T1–T3
and T2–T3 reach the maximum (minimum) value of 7.1 ◦C (0.3 ◦C) and 3.4 ◦C (−0.9 ◦C), respectively,
when measured in correspondence to station 1, and of 9.4 ◦C (0.3 ◦C) and 7.8 ◦C (−3.0 ◦C), respectively,
when measured in correspondence to station 2. When the sky is completely clear (i.e., 0 octas),
the night-time UHI intensity T1–T3 and T2–T3 reach the maximum (minimum) value of 11.5 ◦C (−3.3 ◦C)
and 13.0 ◦C (−7.7 ◦C), respectively, when measured in correspondence to station 1, and of 11.5 ◦C
(−3.3 ◦C) and 13.0 ◦C (−8.9 ◦C), respectively, when measured in correspondence to station 2. Thus,
Climate 2020, 8, 81 8 of 27
the night time UHI variability range is higher under clear sky conditions (i.e., 0 octas) than under
cloud-covered sky conditions (i.e., 9 octas). The same result is obtained for the UHI intensity value,
as can be observed in Figure 4, which shows the existing relation between the UHI intensity T1–T3
and T2–T3 and the cloud cover for the entire monitored period of 5 years and for the urban and
suburban areas.
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Figure 5. Box plot of the daytime and night-time UHI intensity for 5 years (i.e., 2014–2018): (a) daytime
UHI intensity T1–T3, (b) daytime UHI intensity T2–T3, (c) night-time UHI intensity T1–T3, (d) night-time
UHI intensity T2–T3.
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The daytime and night-time UHI T2–T3 show higher maximum values of 11.7 ◦C and 13 ◦C
compared to the daytime and night-time UHI T1–T3 values which are 11.3 ◦C and 11.5 ◦C, respectively
(Figure 5 and Table 4). The average and median values recorded for the daytime and night-time UHI
intensities T1–T3 and T2–T3 are shown in Table 4 together with the maximum and minimum values.
Table 4. Daytime and night-time UHI intensities T1–T3 and T2–T3 values for 5 years (i.e., 2014–2018).
Value
Discretion
UHI Intensity
T1–T3
(◦C)
Daytime UHI
Intensity
T1–T3
(◦C)
(6 a.m.–9 p.m.)
Night-time UHI
Intensity
T1–T3
(◦C)
(9 p.m.–6 a.m.)
UHI Intensity
T2–T3
(◦C)
Daytime UHI
Intensity
T2–T3
(◦C)
(6 a.m.–9 p.m.)
Night-time UHI
Intensity
T2–T3
(◦C)
(9 p.m.–6 a.m.)
Maximum value 11.5 11.3 11.5 13.0 11.7 13.0
Minimum value −12.8 −12.8 −5.4 −13.5 −13.5 −9.9
Average value 1.3 −0.4 4.6 −0.3 −1.1 1.3
Median value 1.7 −0.7 4.6 −0.2 −1.3 1.4
It is worth noting that, considering the period of interest and as summarized in Table 4, the urban
and suburban areas of Dubai were in average warmer at night than the rural area by 4.6 ◦C and 1.3 ◦C,
respectively. On the contrary, during the day, the rural area was in average warmer than the urban and
suburban areas (i.e., 0.4 ◦C and 1.1 ◦C, respectively).
The frequency distribution of the daytime and night-time values for the UHI intensity T1–T3 and
T2–T3 given in (Figure 6) help to understand the distribution of the values representing the UHI intensity
during the period of interest.
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Figures 5 and 6 show that he UHI intensit t ight than during the daytime in both
urban and suburban areas. The urba i er values of average UHI intensity with
respect to the suburban area both during the i t (i. ., . ◦ of difference) and the day (i.e., 0.7 ◦C
of difference).
3.3. UHI Intensity T1–T3 and Climate Parameters Collected by Station 1
The air temperature and wind speed measured by station 1, located in the Dubai International
Airport, were investigated for the six clusters of different ranges of wind direction in relation with
the canopy urban heat island intensity (UHI) calculated as the difference between the air temperature
measured at the Dubai International Airport (i.e., station 1) and at Saih Al Salem (i.e., station 3),
where station 1 is considered as located in an urban area and station 3 is considered as located in a
suburban area (Figure 7).
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Figure 8 shows a comparison of the relation between the hourly canopy UHI intensity (UHI intensity
T1–T3) and the hourly air temperature measured by station 1 under a different cluster of wind directions.
A moderate negative correlation between the temperature and the UHI intensity was found for cluster 1
(i.e., wind direction between 260◦ and 330◦ from the seaside) (Figure 8a) where the UHI ranges between
11.5 ◦C and −12.8 ◦C, cluster 3 (i.e., wind direction between 250◦ and 210◦ from the coastal area)
(Figure 8c) where the UHI ranges between 10.1 ◦C and −7.8 ◦C, and cluster 4 (i.e., wind direction
between 200◦ and 150◦ from the desert) (Figure 8d) where the UHI ranges between 11.4 ◦C and
−11.2 ◦C. The temperature for these three clusters fluctuates between 47 ◦C and 12.3 ◦C. A weak
negative correlation between the temperature and UHI intensity was found for all the remaining
clusters except for cluster 5 (i.e., wind direction located between 20◦ and 340◦) (Figure 8e) where no
correlation was found. The results show that the UHI intensity varies with different wind directions.
When the wind is blowing from the desert (i.e., cluster 2) (Figure 8b), the temperature and the UHI
are almost independent. Despite the positive impact of the sea breeze, coastal cities suffer from the
UHI [41]. Different experimental and numerical investigations have shown the impact of the sea
on the development of the UHI in coastal cities [42,43]. The temperature in station 1 is affected by
UHI when the wind is blowing from the seaside. It seems that, when there is a sea breeze combined
with high temperatures, the negative UHI value is high (Figure 8a). This is due to the fact that the
high temperatures recorded by station 1 are mitigated by the sea breeze more than the temperatures
recorded by rural station 3, which is closer to the desert and typically reaches higher temperatures
during hot days. This pattern is due to advection from the sea breeze cooling mechanism and the flow
of air, which is affected by buildings. These results align with those of similar studies in Athens and
Sydney [2,7,44,45].
Figure 9 shows a comparison of the relation between canopy UHI intensity (UHI intensity T1–T3)
and the wind speed measured by station 1 under different clusters of wind directions.
For the wind speed, as for the air temperature, a negative slope of the regression line (p-value < 0.05)
is evident in all clusters except in cluster 5 (Figure 9e) where there is no correlation. In this case,
the correlation coefficient (R) between the UHI and the wind speed is negative and weak (ranging
between −0.2–−0.4 for all clusters) regardless of the wind direction. The results show that the wind
speed is lower when the wind blows from the coastal area (i.e., clusters 3 and 6) (Figure 9c,f) with
average wind speeds of 10 km/h and 11 km/h, respectively. It reaches higher values when the wind
blows from the sea (i.e., cluster 1) (Figure 9a) with average wind speeds of about 18 km/h due to the
energy produced by the sea breeze. The results show that wind speed has an impact on the magnitude
of the UHI. Results show that the low values of wind speed are more conducive to the development of
a UHI [46]. Thus, the data from station 1 shows an inverse relation between the wind speed and UHI
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intensity when the wind speed increases for all clusters except cluster 5. This relation is consistent
with several studies conducted in various regions [2,47–49]. In cluster 5 (Figure 9e), with the wind
from the North, no correlation was found between the wind speed and UHI intensity [2].Climate 2020, 8, x FOR PEER REVIEW 11 of 29 
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3.4. UHI Intensity T1–T3 and Climate Para eters Collected by Station 2
The air temperature and wind speed measured by station 2 were investigated for the six clusters
of wind direction in relation to the UHI calculated as in the previous section and as shown in Figure 10.
Astrongnegativecorrelationbetweentheair temperaturemeasuredbystation2and(UHI intensity T1–T3)
was found for cluster 1 (Figure 11a) and cluster 3 (Figure 11c), where the UHI values range from 10.7 ◦C
to −12.8 ◦C and the temperatures range between 48.2 ◦C and 12.4 ◦C for both clusters. The values of
the correlation coefficient comprise about 40% of the data. Regarding the other clusters, there is a weak
and negative linear relation between the temperature and the UHI intensity as shown in Figure 11.
As evident in Figure 12, the canopy UHI intensity has a moderate negative correlation with wind
speed, averaging around 14 km/h, in cluster 5 (Figure 12e) where the wind comes from the seaside
direction. The other clusters in the same station show a weak and negative correlation with close
(R) values va ying betwee −0.2 and −0.5. The results indicate that the high values of wind speed
decrease the differences in the temperatures for all clusters, as observed in the study of Sydney [2] as
well as in [50]. Additionally, the impact on UHI intensity in terms of all wind directions is minimized
due to the effects of the two parameters. An increase in wind speed in the urban area enhances the
heat flux, whose heating impact on the urban environment is stronger than the enhanced cooling
Climate 2020, 8, 81 12 of 27
effect [49,51]. It could also be that an urban atmosphere can absorb the heat from solar radiation
during the daytime. These outcomes are supported by the results of previous studies [52,53]. As shown,
the station recorded a maximum ambient temperature of 48.5 ◦C in July 2015, while the reference
station recorded 50.2 ◦C for the same year.
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3.5. UHI Intensity T2–T3 and Climate Parameters Collected by Station 1
The air temperature and wind speed measured by station 1 were investigated for the six clusters
of different ranges of wind direction in relation with the canopy urban heat island intensity (UHI)
calculated as the difference between the air temperature measured at the Al Maktoum International
Airport (i.e., station 2) and at Saih Al Salem (i.e., station 3) (Figure 13).
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Figure 13. Representation of the UHI calculation and the station (i.e., the urban station under the
yellow circle) selected for the investigation of the climate parameters, i.e., air temperature (T) and wind
speed (WS).
Figure 14 shows a moderate negative linear relation between the temperature and the
(UHI intensity T2–T3) for cluster 1 (Figure 14a). The temperature for this cluster ranges between
46.1 ◦C and 13 ◦C with an average value close to 30.8 ◦C and the UHI ranges from 12.4 ◦C to
−13.5 ◦C. For the five other clusters, the canopy UHI intensity shows a weak negative correlation with
temperature, with few variations. Here, the synoptic climate conditions associated with the advection
and convection phenomena play a role in this mechanism as does the additional anthropogenic
heat in the area. These findings are supported by several other studies [2,7,54,55]. Other previous
studies have reported that the daytime intensity of the heat island is reduced under specific synoptic
conditions [56,57].
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Figure 14. Comparison betwe n the I t te perature relation under different clusters of wind
directions: (a) cluster 1, (b) cluster 2, (c) cl ster 3, ( ) cl ster 4, (e) cluster 5, and (f) cluster 6.
In Figure 15, the (UHI intensity T2–T3 t een 11.6 ◦C and −13.4 ◦C showing a moderate
negative correlation when the wind speed ranges from 39 km/h to 0 km/h, with an verage value close
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to 15 km/h when the wind is coming from the North as in cluster 5 (Figure 15e). The data of the cluster
demonstrate a 22.8% variation in the UHI intensity compared with the other clusters which have a very
weak correlation with the UHI intensity as they are close to zero. Moreover, in regard to western and
north-western wind directions, there is a negative relation between the UHI and both the temperature
and wind speed, similar to the findings of other studies [2].
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Figure 16. Representation of the UHI calculation and the station (i.e., the suburban station under the
yellow circle) selected for the investigation of the climate parameters, i.e., air temperature (T) and wind
speed (WS).
Cluster 1 (Figure 17a) and cluster 3 (Figure 17c) show a moderate negative correlation between the
temperature and (UHI intensity T2–T3). The temperature in both clusters ranges between 48.2 ◦C and
12.2 ◦C. However, in the other clusters, there is a negative weak correlation between the temperature
and the UHI intensity, as shown in Figure 17.
Climate 2020, 8, 81 15 of 27
Climate 2020, 8, x FOR PEER REVIEW 15 of 29 
 
 
Figure 16. Representation of the UHI calculation and the station (i.e., the suburban station under the 
yellow circle) selected for the investigation of the climate parameters, i.e., air temperature (T) and 
wind speed (WS). 
Cluster 1 (Figure 17a) and cluster 3 (Figure 17c) show a moderate negative correlation between 
the temperature and (UHI intensity T2–T3). The temperature in both clusters ranges between 48.2 °C 
and 1 .2 °C. However, in the other clusters, there is a negative weak correlation between the 
temperature and the UHI intensity, as shown in Figure 17. 
 
Figure 17. Comparison between the UHI and the temperature relation under different clusters of wind 
directions: (a) cluster 1, (b) cluster 2, (c) cluster 3, (d) cluster 4, (e) cluster 5, and (f) cluster 6. 
Figure 18 shows a weak negative correlation which means little relation between the wind speed 
and UHI intensity; it is close to zero in all clusters [2] for Al Maktoum International Airport (station 
2). The results show no significant difference between station 1 and station 2 regarding the climate 
parameters and the UHI intensity phenomenon. In the surrounding area of station 1, the prevailing 
wind is coming from the sea. It is clear that when the wind is coming from the seaside or the desert, 
due to the higher energy embedded in the synoptic conditions, the wind speed will be higher than 
when the wind direction is parallel to the coast (cluster 3) (Figure 18c) These conclusions are 
supported by previous studies undertaken in Asian and Australian cities [2,40,49,58]. 
Figure 17. Comparison between t e t e temperature relation under diff rent clusters of wind
directions: (a) cluster 1, (b) cluster 2, (c) l ) l ster 4, (e) cluster 5, and (f) cluster 6.
Figure 18 shows a weak negative correlation hich eans little relation between the wind speed
and UHI intensity; it is close to zero in all clusters [2] for Al Maktoum Internatio al ir rt ( t ti 2).
The results show no sign ficant difference between station 1 ti n 2 regarding the climate
par met rs and the UHI intensity phen I the su rounding area of s ation 1, the prevailing
wind is coming from the sea. It is cle t e ind is coming from the seaside or the desert,
due to the higher energy embedded in t ti itions, the wind speed will be higher than
when the wind direction is parallel to the coast (cluster 3) (Figure 18c) These conclusions are supported
by previous studies undertaken in Asian and Australian cities [2,40,49,58].Climate 2020, 8, x FOR PEER REVIEW 16 of 29 
 
 
Figure 18. Comparison between the UHI and the wind speed relation under different cluster of wind 
directions: (a) cluster 1, (b) cluster 2, (c) cluster 3, (d) cluster 4, (e) cluster 5, and (f) cluster 6. 
3.7. UHI Intensity T1–T3 and Climate Parameters Collected by Station 3 
As done previously with both stations 1 and 2, the same procedure was followed to determine 
the temperature and wind speed for Saih Al Salem (i.e., station 3) and their relation with the UHI 
magnitude, calculated as the difference between the temperature measured at the Dubai International 
Airport (i.e., station 1) and at the Saih Al Salem area for all clusters of wind direction (Figure 19). 
 
Figure 19. Representation of the UHI calculation and the station (i.e., the rural station under the 
yellow circle) selected for the investigation of the climate parameters, i.e., air temperature (T) and 
wind speed (WS). 
Figure 20 shows that for all clusters, there is a strong negative correlation between the UHI 
intensity T1–T3, ranging from 11.5 °C to −12.8 °C, and the air temperature, fluctuating between 50.8 °C 
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Figure 18. Comparison between the UHI and the ind speed relation under different cluster of wind
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3.7. UHI Intensity T1–T3 and Climate Parameters Collected by Station 3
As done previously with both stations 1 and 2, the same procedure was followed to determine
the temperature and wind speed for Saih Al Salem (i.e., station 3) and their relation with the UHI
magnitude, calculated as the ifference between the temperature measured at the Dubai International
Airport (i.e., station 1) and at the Saih Al Salem area for all clusters of wind direction (Figure 19).
Figure 20 shows that for all clusters, there is a strong negative correlation between the UHI
intensity T1–T3, ranging from 11.5 ◦C to −12.8 ◦C, and the air temperature, fluctuating between 50.8 ◦C
and 4.7 ◦C, with an average of 28.3 ◦C. To recap, cluster 1 (Figure 20a) is from the sea direction, cluster 2
(Figure 20b) from the desert area, and cluster 3 (Figure 20c) from the coastal area. In terms of this
parameter, there is a variation from 55% to 65% in UHI intensity among these three clusters. When the
temperature increases, so does the intensity of the UHI.
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3.8. UHI Intensity T2–T3 and Climate Parameters Collected by Station 3 
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Figure 20. Comparison between the UHI and the temperature relation under different clusters of wind
directions: (a) cluster 1, (b) cluster 2, (c) cluster 3, (d) cluster 4, (e) cluster 5, and (f) cluster 6.
The slope of the regression line (p value < 0.05) shown in Figure 21 indicates that for all clusters,
there is a moderate negative relation between the wind speed and the UHI intensity. For all six clusters,
the results indicate a relation ranging from moderate t strong between the UHI intensity and the two
climate par meters in S ih Al Salem station. Synoptic weath conditions could have an impact on the
parameter mechanisms as could the open desert space criterion. Numerous previous studies have
reported the same results [2,47,54].
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3.8. UHI Intensity T2–T3 and Climate Parameters Collected by Station 3
The temperature and wind speed measured by station 3 were investigated for the six clusters
of wind direction as in the previous sections. The UHI was calculated as the difference between the
temperature measured by station 2 (i.e., Al Maktoum International Airport) and station 3 (i.e., Saih Al
Salem) as shown in Figure 22.Climate 2020, 8, x FOR PEER REVIEW 18 of 29 
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value close to 9 km/h. The results indicate moderate to strong relations between the UHI magnitude 
and the two climate parameters for this station. These results may be due to the presence of different 
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Figure 22. Representation of the UHI calculation and the station (i.e., the urban station under the
yellow circle) sel ct d for the investigation of the climate parameters, i.e., air temperature (T) and wind
speed (WS).
The scatter plots in Figure 23 show strong n co relations for the different clu ters b tween
the UHI intensity T2–T3 and the temperature i cl ster 1 (Figure 23a) from the sea direction, cluster 3
(Figure 23c) from the coastal area, cluster 4 (Figure 23d) from the desert side, and cluster 5 (Figure 23e)
from the sea. The data demonstrates about 47%, 57%, 41%, and 37% variation in the canopy
UHI, respectively. For the other two clusters, there is a weak and negative linear association
between the temperature and UHI intensity; also, the temperature had independent effects on UHI
intensity [2,7,55,59].
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Figure 23. Comparison between the UHI and the temperature relation under different clusters of wind
directions: (a) cluster 1, (b) cluster 2, (c) cluster 3, (d) cluster 4, (e) cluster 5, and (f) cluster 6.
As shown in Figure 24, the slope of the regression line (p value < 0.05) indicates a moderate
negative correlation between the wind speed and the canopy UHI magnitude in cluster 3 (Figure 24c),
cluster 4 (Figure 24d) and cluster 5 (Figure 24e). The UHI intensity for these three clusters is between
13 ◦C and −13.5 ◦C, while the wind speed ranges from 51 km/h to 0 km/h, with an average value close
to 9 km/h. The r sults indicate moderate to strong relations between t e UHI mag itude and the two
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climate parameters for this station. These results may be due to the presence of different synoptic
weather systems of heating mechanism, a desert wind with a cooling mechanism, and coastal wind,
which are created by the combination of climate parameters. These conclusions are compatible with
those of previous studies conducted in various regions [2,47,55].
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3.9. Correlation between UHI Intensity T1–T3 and T2–T3 and Climate Parameters
Figure 25 shows a comparison between the UHI intensity T1–T3 and UHI intensity T2–T3 and
the hourly air temperature measured by station 1 and station 2 under the respective clusters of
wind directions.
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A strong and negative correlation coefficient (R) between the temperature and UHI intensity T1–T3
and T2–T3 was found in Al Maktoum International Airport when the wind was coming from the sea.
Hence, the temperature only demonstrates about 32% variation in the urban heat island intensity.
Whereas, when the wind is coming from the desert side (cluster 2) (Figure 25b), there is no correlation
between the temperature and the intensity of UHI at station 2 (i.e., Al Maktoum International Airport),
which is close to zero. These results are aligned with those of other studies conducted in different
regions [2,49,58].
Figure 26 compares the correlations between the wind speed and the canopy UHI intensity for
both stations through the same procedure used for measuring the parameters of temperature and
UHI intensity.
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Results show that when the wind direction is coming from the sea, there is a weak negative
correlation between the wind speed and the UHI intensity. For cluster 1 (Figure 26a), the wind speed
is responsibl for only a 12% variation in the UHI mag itude. H wever, when the win is coming
from the desert sid as in cluster 2 (Figure 26b), there is no correlation between the wind speed UHI
intensity. These results are supported by those of other studies [2].
4. Discussion
Urban areas are facing several climate issues, one of which is the urban heat island (UHI)
phenomenon. Thus, to understand the characteristics of UHI and its effects on the built environment,
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this study investigated the correlation between the canopy UHI and two meteorological parameters,
air temperature and wind speed, with given specific ranges of wind direction. This was done by
collecting and analyzing the hourly data from three meteorological stations situated in different areas
of Dubai (i.e., urban, suburban, and rural areas).
It has been observed that the UHI intensity is larger at night in both urban and suburban areas
and that the urban area presents the highest values of average UHI intensity. The main reason for
the negative UHI at night is the presence of the heat that, given the intense incident solar radiation,
remains trapped in the urban and suburban areas according to the geometry and density of the built
environment and the thermal-optical properties of the urban surfaces. During the day, the built areas
in Dubai act as urban cool islands showing negative UHI intensity values.
The analysis results show that canopy UHI intensity varies with wind direction and meteorological
conditions. This has been confirmed by other studies carried out in cities with different climatic
conditions [60,61]. Moreover, in regard to UHI intensity T1–T3, the data from the urban meteorological
station indicated that air temperature and UHI were almost independent when the wind was coming
from the desert (i.e., from the East and South-East), while the temperature is affected by UHI when the
wind is flowing from the sea (i.e., West and North-West) thanks to the cooling mechanism of the sea
breeze and the short distance of the seashore to the station 1 [41,43]. It could also be influenced by the
building’s orientation. These results are consistent with the findings of studies conducted in Sydney
where the eastern suburbs benefited from the significant cooling mechanism of the sea breeze and the
variations in UHI were a function of the prevailing climate conditions [2]. Moreover, it appears that a
negative UHI intensity exists during the day and the night (i.e., the temperature in the urban area is
lower than the temperature in the rural area), which is also observed in many cities. Several factors
could be the cause of negative UHI values. In this case, two of the main reasons could be the hot air
that, coming from the desert, increases the air temperature in the rural area more than in the urban
area and the presence of the sea breeze [9,10] mitigates the urban overheating when the cold wind
blows from the seaside. This confirms the many experimental investigations about the effect of the
sea breeze on the magnitude of the UHI [43]. In addition, several studies have demonstrated that the
flow of the sea breeze across the city is delayed by the UHI because there is a stagnation zone over
the built environments [45,62]; other studies conclude that UHI could accelerate the front of the wind
blowing from the seaside and moving across a city, more than in rural areas where it has little or no
effect [63,64].
The results of this study, which focuses on wind speed, proved that wind speed has an impact on
the magnitude of UHI [58] depending on the prevailing climatic conditions and the wind direction.
Similar to the study of Sydney in 2017, a relation between the wind speed and UHI intensity was
identified in this study [2]. Moreover, other studies in Chicago, Salamanca, and Granada explain the
impact of UHI under ambient climatic conditions such as cloud cover and wind [50,65,66].
Regarding the cloud cover, it was observed that the night-time UHI intensity in the urban and
suburban areas reaches the highest values in the presence of clear sky days, due to the larger amount
of heat that is absorbed by the built area during the day and then released at night.
In the urban station (i.e., station 1), a reverse correlation between the wind speed and UHI was
observed. For most wind directions, when the wind speed increased, the UHI decreased. However,
when the wind is coming from the North, the correlation is close to zero. These results are consistent
with the findings of previous studies that have examined the impact of wind speed on UHI magnitude
in various areas such as Ibadan and Ulaanbaatar [3,47,48].
Moreover, a significantly strong and negative correlation was observed in the suburban area
(i.e., station 2) between the levels of the air temperature and wind speed and the magnitude of the UHI.
It was found that the effect of UHI intensity in all wind directions is decreasing or even minimized
with the increase in the temperature and especially of the wind speed. A possible explanation is that
when the wind speed increases, the temperature variations (i.e., between 48.6 ◦C and 12.3 ◦C with
an average value of about 29.5 ◦C) gradually decrease since higher wind speeds are connected with
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the advection of air masses that tend to minimize the temperature differences. This relation has been
observed in several cities around the world [51,67], as well as in the urban station (i.e., station 1).
It was observed that when the wind speed is low or zero, the UHI has a positive value because
the temperature in the urban area (where the urban surface easily absorbs solar radiation) is higher
than in the rural area (where the natural surface has less absorption). When the wind speed is very
high, the UHI effect disappears due to the heat dissipation produced by the wind. Similarly, the study
of Athens found that the high temperatures resulted from solar radiation when the wind speed was
low [52].
The data collected by reference station 3 (i.e., Saih Al Salem), which is located in a rural desert
village far from the seacoast, show a moderate to a strong correlation between the UHI and the
temperature and wind speed, for all wind directions. This is similar to the relation found in the studies
of Ibadan and Sydney [2,47].
In the case of UHI intensity T2–T3, the UHI magnitude varies between 11.5 ◦C and −12.8 ◦C. It is
found that the results for the urban station are similar to those observed in the suburban station through
the correlation methodology used for the UHI magnitude and the climate parameters. It was also
observed that there were no significant differences between the two stations during the 5 year period
of interest. This indicates that when the wind comes from the sea (i.e., western and north-western)
directions, there is a moderate negative relation between the UHI and both the temperature and wind
speed. The negative results could be due to the additional anthropogenic heat and the cooling rates
caused by evaporation. Data analysis showed an inverse relation between the wind speed and the
UHI intensity where when the former increased, the latter decreased. In contrast, for all other wind
directions, the analysis indicated no correlation between the UHI intensity and both temperature
and wind speed. These results are aligned with those of previous studies conducted in Asian and
Australian cities [58].
The results show that, in the case of station 3, there is a significant correlation between the
meteorological parameters and UHI. A moderate to a quite strong relation is found between this UHI
magnitude and the two parameters (i.e., temperature and wind speed) for all the wind directions
compared to the previous case of the UHI intensity T1–T3. These results could occur with synoptic
weather and specific conditions created by the combination of climate parameters, which is consistent
with the findings from the previous studies carried out in various regions [2,47].
The results of this study indicate that wind speed and temperature have an impact on the urban
heat island depending on the prevailing weather conditions on whether the wind comes from the sea
or from the desert. However, the urban area is the one most affected. In fact, the relations, found in
this study, between the meteorological parameters and UHI, have several implications for future
urban planning. Strategies are needed to reduce the temperatures and have better cooling systems
within urban areas in order to control urban heat islands. There is a need to establish guidelines for
urban planning and design so that urbanization is sustainable. Worth noting is the fact that one of the
challenges faced in this study was the limited availability of meteorological parameters and adequate
monitoring data covering a greater number of years.
5. Conclusions
The aim of this paper was to examine the correlation between the intensity of the canopy urban
heat island and the various meteorological parameters (e.g., temperature, wind speed, and wind
direction) when the wind is coming from different directions such as from the seaside and the desert
side. Hourly data of climate parameters were derived from five years (2014–2018) of monitoring from
three meteorological stations located in an urban, suburban, and a rural area of Dubai. Six clusters of
wind directions were identified to perform a cluster analysis on the available set of climatic data.
It was found that the temperature and wind speed results differed between the western (seaside)
and eastern (desert side) parts of Dubai. The UHI intensity varies with the wind direction and
meteorological conditions. Regarding the UHI intensity T1–T3, it was found that when the wind in
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the urban area was coming from the desert, the temperature and the UHI were almost independent.
However, a relation exists when the wind is coming from the seaside (i.e., sea breeze). Therefore,
the wind speed influences the UHI intensity depending on the synoptic climate conditions and wind
directions. A reverse correlation was found between the wind speed and UHI intensity for all wind
directions, except the North direction where no correlation was found in the urban area. In the suburban
area, an inverse relation was observed between the wind speed and the magnitude of UHI, for all wind
directions. At the same time, a moderate to strong correlation was found between the UHI and both
temperature and wind speed for all wind directions in the rural area.
In contrast, in the case of the UHI intensity T2–T3, it was observed that in the urban and suburban
areas, there was a similar correlation between the UHI and the climate parameters when the wind was
blowing inland from the sea due to additional anthropogenic heat and evaporation. No correlation
was observed for all other wind directions. A moderate to a strong association was found between
the UHI and the two climate parameters for all the wind directions in the open zone of the desert,
where the reference station (i.e., rural area) is located, due to a combination of climate parameters and
synoptic conditions.
From that perspective, the wind that flows from the seaside or the desert side is completely
different as the air coming from the sea is cooler, which decreases the temperature and minimizes
the UHI. Thus, an onshore wind cools the air temperature of the area depending on the wind speed;
hence, the higher the wind speed, the lower will be the magnitude of the UHI. On the other hand,
the wind coming from the desert is warmer, producing dry hot weather conditions and increasing
the temperature. However, occasionally the wind blowing from the desert has different effects on
temperature depending on other factors.
This study, investigating the canopy UHI phenomenon in the coastal and desert areas of Dubai,
contributes to a deeper understanding of the local microclimate and urban overheating in desert
regions that is essential to inform the climate-resilient urban design and planning. It was observed that
the sea breeze plays a vital role in the urban zone and the seashore area, contributing to the mitigation
of the summer urban and suburban warming. The results of this study confirmed that additional
mitigation strategies for heat reduction should be implemented in desert cities to reduce the thermal
stress in the urban ecosystem and avoid many issues that can be caused by high urban temperatures
such as heat-related illness and mortality and uncomfortable outside areas.
Further studies should be performed to better understand the overall UHI phenomenon in Dubai,
for example also investigating the surface UHI and the boundary UHI with the aim to cover different
scales of investigation.
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